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1 M Responsive to communication(s) filed on 11 March 200a . 

2a)Q This action is FINAL ?hM~l Th;* • 

^ D )U This action is non-final 

4) E Claim(s) 1^26 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim® 17^26 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) U Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) D Claim(s) is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 
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9)D The specification is objected to by the Examiner 
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Appucant may not request that any objection to the drawing be he.d in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 85(a) 
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» ;u a PP rovec > b)U disapproved by the Examiner 

Approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action 
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Application/Control Number: 09/736,529 Paqe 2 

Art Unit: 3737 

DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

1 . Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 : 

I. Claiml -1 0, drawn to a method of forming a microcoil, classified in class 
29, subclass 606. 

II. Claiml 1 -1 6, drawn to a method of forming a microcoil with legs of 
conductive material on film, classified in class 29, subclass 606. 

The inventions are distinct, each from the other because of the following reasons: 
-Inventions I and II combination and subcombination. Inventions in this 
relationship are distinct if it can be shown that (1) the combination as claimed does not 
require the particulars of the subcombination as claimed for patentability, and are 
related as (2) that the subcombination has utility by itself or in other combinations 
(MPEP § 806.05(c)). In the instant case, the combination as claimed does not require 
the particulars of the subcombination as claimed because one does not need to have a 
conductive material that forms a plurality of legs on a film to conduct electricity on 

through film. The subcombination has separate utility such as forming a circuit board. 
Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have 

acquired a separate status in the art because of their recognized divergent subject 

matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

2. A telephone call was made to David Peterson on May 28, 2003 to request an oral 

election to the above restriction requirement, but did not result in an election being 

made. 
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